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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The examiner searched the published application 
and did not find any description of setting an access level for a second user. The 
applicant is invited to point to a place in the specification that this limitation is disclosed 
if the examiner is in error and the rejection will be withdrawn. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
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possession of the claimed invention. The examiner searched the published application 
and did not find any description of searching for comments. The applicant is invited to 
point to a place in the specification that this limitation is disclosed if the examiner is in 
error and the rejection will be withdrawn. 

Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The examiner searched the published application 
and did not find any description of the synchronization point occurs at different amounts 
of time after the beginning of different versions of the multimedia program, and 
paragraph 65 of the applicant's specification seems to teach the opposite. The 
applicant is invited to point to a place in the specification that this limitation is disclosed 
if the examiner is in error and the rejection will be withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 16-19, 24-26, 28, 33, 35, 36, and 39-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims 
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refer to a method without being associated with a corresponding apparatus or system 
that would meet the statutory bar. 

Claims 19, 28, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The specification discloses that the 
computer readable medium could be a wave or signal, which is not statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Morrison in view of Sumita in view of Morris. 

Referring to claim 16, Morrison discloses a method of rendering portions of a 
television program, the method comprising: 

receiving meta data corresponding to the television program (figure 6, part 605), 
wherein the meta data identifies television program (column 3, lines 25-30) and, the 
meta data being organized into sets of meta data for the television program (column 3, 
lines 25-30); and 

receiving from the second viewer input search criteria relating characteristics of 
the television program (column 3, lines 25-30); 
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searching the received meta data of the selected set of meta data to locate meta 
data that satisfies the input search criteria (column 3, lines 25-30); 

rendering to the second viewer the selected portions of the television program 
(column 1, lines 44-48). 

Morrison does not disclose a method wherein the metadata identifies portions 
within the television program having certain characteristics; and 

the metadata having been provided by first viewers of the television program; 

for each of a plurality of second viewers, selecting a set of meta data that the 
second viewer is entitled to access, the second viewer not entitled to access all sets of 
meta data; 

selecting portions of the television program that are identified by located meta 
data; and 

so that each second viewer can view different portions of the television program 
based on their input search criteria and the selected set of meta data provided by a first 
viewer of the television program that the second viewer is entitled to access. 

In an analogous art, Sumita teaches a method wherein the metadata identifies 
portions within the television program having certain characteristics; and selecting 
portions of the television program that are identified by located meta data (column 4, 
lines 43-47; column 1 1 , lines 8-22; figure 23). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the program portion searching taught by Sumita to the system disclosed 
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by Morrison. The motivation would have been to enable the user to find and watch only 
the portions that interested them, therefore making the system more enticing. 

Morrison and Sumita do not disclose a method the metadata having been 
provided by first viewers of the television program; for each of a plurality of second 
viewers, selecting a set of meta data that the second viewer is entitled to access, the 
second viewer not entitled to access all sets of meta data; so that each second viewer 
can view different portions of the television program based on their input search criteria 
and the selected set of meta data provided by a first viewer of the television program 
that the second viewer is entitled to access. 

In an analogous art, Morris teaches a method the metadata having been 
provided by first viewers of the television program; for each of a plurality of second 
viewers, selecting a set of meta data that the second viewer is entitled to access, the 
second viewer not entitled to access all sets of meta data; so that each second viewer 
can view different portions of the television program based on their input search criteria 
and the selected set of meta data provided by a first viewer of the television program 
that the second viewer is entitled to access (figure 1 ; paragraph 31 ). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the user created metadata taught by Morris to the system disclosed by 
Morrison and Sumita. The motivation would have been to enable users in different 
areas to not have access to EPG meta data that does not pertain to the channels they 
receive. 
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Referring to claim 17, Morrison discloses a method as recited in claim 16, 
wherein the selecting comprises locating a next occurrence of user input search criteria 
in the meta data and determining a location of the television program corresponding to 
the next occurrence in the meta data, and wherein the rendering comprises beginning 
playback of the television program at the determined location (column 3, lines 51-53; 
figure 2, part 202). 

Referring to claim 18, Morrison does not disclose a method as recited in claim 
16, wherein the selecting comprises locating a plurality of occurrences of user input 
search criteria in the meta data and determining a plurality of portions of the television 
program corresponding to the occurrences, and wherein the rendering comprises 
rendering the plurality of portions. 

Sumita discloses a method as recited in claim 16, wherein the selecting 
comprises locating a plurality of occurrences of user input search criteria in the meta 
data and determining a plurality of portions of the television program corresponding to 
the occurrences, and wherein the rendering comprises rendering the plurality of portions 
(column 4, line 43-47). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the program portion searching taught by Sumita to the system disclosed 
by Morrison. The motivation would have been to enable the user to find and watch only 
the portions that interested them, therefore making the system more enticing. 
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Referring to claim 19, Morrison discloses one or more computer-readable 
memories containing a computer program that is executable by a processor to perform 
the method recited in claim 16 (figure 4). 

Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rangan in view of Sumita. 

Referring to claim 20, Rangan discloses a system comprising: 

a storage device (figure 12, part 131) to store a plurality of comments 
corresponding to media content (column 6, lines 6-12); 

a comment handler, coupled to the storage device (column 22, lines 28-32), to: 

receive comments corresponding to the media content from a plurality of different 
sources that have viewed the media content (figure 9, part 81; column 16, lines 8-16) 
and based on a plurality of different versions of the media content (column 5, lines 66- 
67; column 6, lines 45-47), each comment associated with a temporal location of the 
media content (column 11, lines 27-30), 

store the received comments and identifiers of associated temporal locations on 
the storage device (column 6, lines 6-16 and 28-33), the comments being stored in a 
plurality of comment sets (column 9, line 1 6), and 

make the stored plurality of comments available to devices rendering the media 
content (column 6, lines 6-12); and 

Rangan does not disclose a system with a component that receives a request for 
comments from a viewer, searches the comments of a specified comment set of the 
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media content for comments that match the request, and renders to the viewer the 
portions of media content whose comments match the request. 

In an analogous art, Sumita teaches a component that receives a request for 
comments from a viewer, searches the comments of a specified comment set of the 
media content for comments that match the request, and renders to the viewer the 
portions of media content whose comments match the request (column 4, lines 43-47; 
column 1 1 , lines 8-22; figure 23). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the program metadata searching taught by Sumita to the system 
disclosed by Rangan. The motivation would have been to enable the user to find and 
watch only the portions that interested them, therefore making the system more 
enticing. 

Referring to claim 21, Rangan discloses a system as recited in claim 20, wherein 
one of the plurality of different versions is a live version and another of the plurality of 
different versions is a recorded version, and wherein the plurality of comments include 
both comments to the live version and comments to the recorded version (column 5, 
lines 66-67). 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rangan 
and Sumita as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of Abrams. 
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Referring to claim 22, Rangan and Sumita do not disclose a system as recited in 
claim 21 , wherein the comments to the live version comprise a live discussion of users 
viewing the live version. 

In an analogous art, Abrams teaches a system as recited in claim 21 , wherein 
the comments to the live version comprise a live discussion of users viewing the live 
version (column 12, lines 25-29 and 33-35). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the live commenting taught by Abrams to the system disclosed by Rangan 
and Sumita. The motivation would have been to enable comments to be made on 
unplanned events such as breaking news. 

Claims 24-26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Rangan in view of Eldering. 

Referring to claim 24, Rangan discloses a method comprising: 

allowing comments to be made by a plurality of viewers (column 6, lines 6-16; 

figure 8) of a plurality of different versions of a program (column 5, lines 66-67; column 

6, lines 45-47), wherein viewers do not include authors of the content (figure 8; column 

14, lines 36-65); 

consolidating the comments by storinq the comments in different comment sets 
(figure 8). 

Rangan does not disclose a method wherein each comment set associated with 
a particular group of viewers; and 
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making the comments of a comment set available to subsequent viewers of one 
of the plurality of different versions of the program or another version of the program by 

identifying the particular group of viewers that are associated with the comment 
set, and 

making the comments of the comment set available only to viewers of the 
identified particular group of viewers. 

In an analogous art, Eldering teaches a method wherein each comment set 
associated with a particular group of viewers; and 

making the comments of a comment set available to subsequent viewers of one 
of the plurality of different versions of the program or another version of the program by 

identifying the particular group of viewers that are associated with the comment 
set, and 

making the comments of the comment set available only to viewers of the 
identified particular group of viewers (Column 3, lines 14-30). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the comment distribution taught by Eldering to the system disclosed by 
Rangan. The motivation would have been to enable the system to only target those 
viewers with a high level of interest, thereby ensuring the comments would be digested. 

Referring to claim 25, Rangan discloses a method as recited in claim 24, wherein 
the consolidating comprises consolidating the comments at a centralized location (figure 
8). 
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Referring to claim 26, Rangan discloses a method as recited in claim 24, wherein 
the plurality of different versions include one or more of: a version stored on magnetic 
tape, a version stored on an optical storage device, and a streaming multimedia content 
version (column 6, lines 45-47). 

Referring to claim 27, Rangan discloses a method as recited in claim 24, further 
comprising: identifying a particular group that the comments correspond to; and making 
the comments available only to viewers that are associated with the particular group 
(column 6, lines 6-16). 

Referring to claim 28, Rangan discloses one or more computer-readable 
memories containing a computer program that is executable by a processor to perform 
the method recited in claim 24 (column 6, lines 51-56). 

Claims 33, 35, 36, 39 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Rangan in view of Srinivasan. 

Referring to claim 33, Rangan discloses a method comprising: 

selecting a synchronization point for a multimedia program (column 11, lines 27- 

30) such that the selected synchronization point can be identified in each version of the 

multimedia program based on analysis of content of that version of the multimedia 

program (column 7, lines 14-25); and 
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using the synchronization point as a common reference point for the multimedia 
program (column 22, lines 28-32), wherein the using comprises using the 
synchronization point as a reference point for a comment received from a viewer of the 
multimedia program, the comment for sharing with other viewers of the multimedia 
program (figure 9, part 81; column 16, lines 8-16), such that when each version of the 
multimedia program is rendered, the synchronization point is identified and the identified 
synchronization point is used as a reference for the comment (column 6, lines 6-12). 

Rangan does not disclose a method wherein the synchronization point occurs at 
different amounts of time after the beginning of different versions of the multimedia 
program. 

In an analogous art, Srinivasan teaches a method wherein the synchronization 
point occurs at different amounts of time after the beginning of different versions of the 
multimedia program (column 31, lines 55-64). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the on-demand media taught by Srinivasan to the system disclosed by 
Rangan. The motivation would have been to enable the user to view media on their 
schedule, making them more likely to use the system. 

Referring to claim 35, Rangan discloses a method as recited in claim 33, further 
comprising identifying a reference point that indicates an offset from the synchronization 
point (column 22, lines 7-12). 
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Referring to claim 36, Rangan discloses a method as recited in claim 33, wherein 
the identifying comprises receiving an indication from a source of the multimedia 
program of the synchronization point (column 22, lines 7-12). 

Referring to claim 39, Rangan discloses a method as recited in claim 33, wherein 
the identifying comprises using, as the synchronization point, a particular frame of the 
multimedia program (column 22, lines 7-12). 

Referring to claim 41 , Rangan discloses one or more computer-readable 
memories containing a computer program that is executable by a processor to perform 
the method recited in claim 33 (column 6, lines 51-56). 

Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rangan 
and Srinivasan as applied to claim 39 above, and further in view of Swix. 

Referring to claim 40, Rangan and Srinivasan do not disclose a method as 
recited in claim 39, wherein the particular frame comprises a frame including a title 
screen of the multimedia program. 

In an analogous art, Swix teaches a method as recited in claim 39, wherein the 
particular frame comprises a frame including a title screen of the multimedia program 
(column 10, lines 37-40). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the title syncing taught by Swix to the system disclosed by Rangan and 
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Srinivasan. The motivation would have been to insert the media in at point where the 
user would not be annoyed by its intrusion. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin E. Shepard whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5967. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 ) 272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JS 

/Annan Q Shang/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2424 



